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Abstract  
Moral sensitivity is the ability to identify an ethical problem and to understand the ethical consequences of the decisions made. 
More specifically, it involves building a trusting relationship with the student and responding to his or her perceived needs, 
establishing moral meaning for decisions made, expressing a moral motivation to act in the best interest of the student, and 
modifying the student's autonomy when necessary. The purpose of this article is to explore the meaning of the concept of moral 
sensitivity based on a review of the professional literature of selected disciplines and examined moral sensitivity of lower 
secondary school students with Moral Sensitivity Scale.Thai Moral Sensitivity Scale is based on Narvaez operationalization of 
moral sensitivity (2001): (1) Reading and expressing emotions, (2) taking the perspectives of others, (3) caring by connecting to 
others, (4) working with interpersonal and group differences, (5) preventing social bias, (6) generating interpretations and options 
and (7) identifying the consequences of actions and options. Qualitative content analysis of the many descriptors found within the 
literature was conducted to enhance understanding of the concept and identify its essential characteristics.The Thai Moral 
Sensitivity Scale are analyzed by SPSS and confirmatory factor analysis through LISREL. The results of the had favorable 
internal validity, reliability.The Thai Moral Sensitivity scale was a construct validity proof by the confirmatory factor analysis. 
© 2014 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. 
Selection and peer-review under responsibility of the Organizing Committee of WCES 2014. 
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1. Introduction 
 
The change of individuals’ behavior and the morality should be cultivated and supported during childhood since  
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the childhood is a suitable age for cultivation; children are able to be alert to learning. The development of 
individuals’ morality will be developed from early adolescent and still maintain the level of morality to adult age. It 
is appropriate for children to practice especially the moral development of children and youth in order to protect 
them when they move to the age of adult. Hence, the educational institution, one of governmental organizations, 
plays an important role in developing children and youth especially lower secondary education which is the basic 
education to be achieved in developing learners’ quality and get ready for devoting their time for society as good 
citizen of nation. Each school also provides the learning activities of ethics and moral subject and also specify the 
criteria of evaluation of learners’ desirable characteristics upon The Basic Education Core Curriculum 2008, which 
is specified as curriculum’s vision indicated that “……….is aimed at enhancing capacity of all learners, who 
constitute the major force of the country, so as to attain balanced development in all respects - physical strength, 
knowledge and morality. They will fully realize their commitment and responsibility as Thai citizens as well as 
members of the world community. Adhering to a democratic form of government under constitutional monarchy…..”  
and this is consistent with    one of The Basic Education Core Curriculum 2008’s approach specified that “It’s the 
educational curriculum for the attainment of national unity; learning standards and goals are therefore set with a 
view to enable the children and youth to acquire knowledge, skills, attitude and morality to serve as a foundation for 
Thainess and universal values.” It’s found that morality is an essential characteristic of individuals which is 
consisted of moral knowledge, moral attitude, and moral reasoning and moral behavior. Moral reasoning and moral 
behavior lead to the performance relevant to Kolhberg’s approach, (1976) It’ said that moral reasoning of 
individuals will be relevant to any kinds of individuals’ behavior. The cultivation of individuals’ morality achieved 
as goals is to judge what the morality is right. If individuals enable to judge what the right morality is, they could 
solve the moral problems by themselves. Researchers studied and created their theories of moral reasoning and 
found that the moral development of individuals will happen step by step by the social perception process, the 
practice, the intellectual development. These will be developed from the childhood to adult and it makes them use 
the moral reasoning. The most important thing in using moral reasoning should be adjusted to any circumstances. 
We should not focus on any levels but should consider being suitable to today’s circumstance. In 1983, J.R. Rest, 
moral psychologist, studied and developed the idea of moral ability which is held as psychological process so as to 
judge what action is right.  Moral behavior  is consisted of four component models  are as follow : 1) Moral 
sensitivity  2) Moral reasoning  3) Moral judgement  and 4) Moral behavior. When considered, each component is 
found that it’s relevant to the four component models that lead to the moral act. In today’s circumstance of society, 
individuals who are able to think, to have intellectual mind, and to classify which reasoning is right or wrong 
doesn’t mean that they could act with the right reasoning ; since they lack of the moral strength or their personal 
emotion.    In other words, it is found that moral and ethics knowledge, moral reasoning judgement will not be 
appeared or shown to moral behaviour, if they don’t acknowledge by themselves what they should act or how to 
affect to the others and the society. This acknowledgement will make them judge the act which is suitable to the 
circumstance and understand the reasoning of their own action called as ‘Moral Sensitivity”, one of any components 
of moral behavior. According to Kohlberg’s method, most of researches in Thailand and foreign countries 
emphasized to study the moral reasoning ability more than any components of moral behavior since moral reasoning 
scale is valid and realiable such as Rest’s Defining Issue test (DIT). However, it doesn’t mean any components will 
not be important. Some researchers said that moral sensitivity is that individuals have first priority to use the moral 
reasoning correctly. Moral sensitivity is prior to reasoning thinking that leads to moral judgement. (Clarkeburn, 
2002 & Spark, et.al, 1998) Clearly perceiving the morality will make the reasoning and reasoning thinking more 
suitable. The efficient instrument tool should be designed and examined carefully. The instrument tool will give the 
correct and useful data with design properties and psychometric properties which have to be valid and reliable. 
According to the importance and the background of moral sensitivity, it’s essential to develop moral sensitivity scale 
to have the quality, standard and to be suitable to circumstance of Thai Society. The quality of instrument tool 
should have the validity and reliability including using the moral sensitivity scale to evaluate the characteristics of 
moral sensitivity for lower secondary school students since they are early adolescent that have the change of any 
developments in any domains such as physical, emotion and social clearly. It’s also the resource of ethics and moral 
development of learners’ quality to be a good citizen of nation and develop their country. 
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The present study aims to find the validity and reliability of Thai version of Moral sensitivity scale . Because of 
lack of a good moral test and unavailability of a powerful test of moral sensitivity which assesses morality from 
psychodynamic perspective in Thai. 
  
2.  Literature review  
 
2.1 Moral sensitivity 
 
Moral sensitivity is prior to reasoning thinking that leads to moral judgement. (Clarkeburn, 2002 & Spark et.al, 
1998; referred to Sa-nguan Luekietbandit, 2553; Jagger, 2011) Clearly perceiving the morality will make the 
reasoning and reasoning thinking more suitable. 
 
2.2 Ethical Sensitivity Scale Questionnaire 
 
ESSQ is based on Narvaez’s operationalization of ethical sensitivity (2001). Its main purpose is to scale the 
pupils’ orientations on ethical issues. The ESSQ measures following seven dimensions of ethical sensitivity: (1) 
Reading and expressing emotions, (2) taking the perspectives of others, (3) caring by connecting to others, (4) 
working with interpersonal and group differences, (5) preventing social bias, (6) generating interpretations and 
options and (7) identifying the consequences of actions and options. The instrument consists of 28 items on a Likert-
scale from 1 (totally disagree) to 5 (totally agree). 
 
3.  Methodology 
 
3.1  Participants 
 
The non-probability sample (N = 236) was collected with the moral Sensitivity Scale Questionnaire during the 
2nd semester 2013 from two secondary schools in Thailand. Each respondent was personally invited to complete a 
paper and pencil version of the questionnaire. Participants were asked to evaluate their attitude towards the 
statements measuring moral sensitivity. The sample consists of seventh (n = 75, 31.8%), eighth (n = 82, 34.7%) and 
ninth (n = 79, 33.5%) grade students of which 112 (47.5 %) are females and 124 (52.5 %) are males. The age 
median in the sample is 14 years.  
 
3.2  Thai Moral Sensitivity Scale  
 
This paper, The Thai Moral Sensitivity Scale (T-MSS) was developed from Ethical Sensitivity Scale 
Questionnaire (ESSQ; Kirsi Tirri and Petri Nokelainen, 2011). The ESSQ is based on Narvaez’s operationalization 
of ethical sensitivity (2001). Its main purpose is to scale the pupils’ orientations on ethical issues. The ESSQ 
measures following seven dimensions of ethical sensitivity: (1) Reading and expressing emotions (REE), (2) taking 
the perspectives of others (TPO), (3) caring by connecting to others (CCO), (4) working with interpersonal and group 
differences (WIG), (5) preventing social bias (PSB), (6) generating interpretations and options (GIO) and (7) 
identifying the consequences of actions and options (ICA). The instrument consists of 28 items on a Likert-scale 
from 1 (totally disagree) to 5 (totally agree). 
  
3.3  Translation  
 
T-MSS was translated into Thai by back-translation method. It was translated into Thai by one of the authors 
and then it was back-translated to English by someone who had very good proficiency in both English and Thai 
languages and has never seen the questionnaire. After comparison of original and back-translated versions, the final 
version of translation the test was prepared and validated by three panels. 
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4. Results 
 
4.1 Reliability of the Scale 
 
In order to test the reliability of the scale, data internal consistency analysis was done. The scale’s reliability 
analysis according to factors and as a whole were calculated using Cronbach Alpha reliability 
coefficient is 0.90 
 
4.2 Constract Validity of the scale 
 
The next, confirmatory factor analysis was used to verify construct validity. The finding revealed that the model 
fitted the data (chi-square = 10.36; p = 0.40926; RMSEA = 0.012; GFI = 0.988; AGFI = 0.965). The unconditional 
model didn’t have irregularities and detail of correlation showed in table. 
 
 
                  Table1. Bivariate correlations, means and standard deviations among the indicators (N = 236)  
 M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
REE 3.378 0.616 1.000       
TPO 3.880 0.648 0.445 1.000      
CCO 3.622 0.654 0.288 0.469 1.000     
VIG 3.720 0.661 0.338 0.641 0.501 1.000    
PSB 3.604 0.610 0.364 0.523 0.452 0.527 1.000   
GIO 3.820 0.606 0.384 0.562 0.411 0.653 0.487 1.000  
ICA 3.678 0.679 0.327 0.410 0.382 0.541 0.556 0.592 1.000 
All were significant at 0.01 level  
KMO = 0.874; Bartlett’s test of sphericity  sig = 0.00 
 
 
5. Conclusion and discussion 
 
In this paper, we presented a 28 – item Thai Moral Sensitivity Scale and tested its psychometric properties with a 
sample consisting of 236 7th - 9th grade students. We discussed about theoretical issues related to moral sensitivity 
as an important component in morality and presented a definition and operationalization of the moral sensitivity in a 
form of a Thai Moral Sensitivity Scale (T-MSS) is based on the work of Narvaez (2001) and its main purpose is to 
scale the pupils’ orientations on ethical issues. The T-MSS measures following seven dimensions of moral 
sensitivity: (1) Reading and expressing emotions, (2) taking the perspectives of others, (3) caring by connecting to 
others, (4) working with interpersonal and group differences, (5) preventing social bias, (6) generating 
interpretations and options and (7) identifying the consequences of actions and options. These coefficients are 
reliability coefficients of each item and show the coherence with the whole factor, in other words, the level to serve 
the general aim of the factor (Balcı, 2009). CFA has shown that CFI, GFI, AGFI, and S-RMR values show 
acceptable fit, Χ2/df and RMSEA values show good fit. It was seen that about the reliability of the scale by 
Cronbach Alpha reliability coefficient was 0.90. Looking at these values, it can be said that the scale can make 
reliable measurements. Likewise, if the reliability coefficient is 0.70 and above, it is accepted as a sign of the 
reliability of the scale (Büyüköztürk, 2002). 
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